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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTIO N RE QUIREMENT 

Sir: 

This is a timely response to the Restriction Requirement mailed in the captioned application on 
April 10, 2000. Election is hereby made, with traverse, to prosecute Group 1, claims 1-27 and 29- 
3 1 . The traverse is at least in part based on the following considerations: 

It is stated that this new Restriction Requirement is being made '*in the interest of compact 
prosecution", even though the Applicant has akeady elected Group I, claims 1-27, 29-32, 34-76, 
78-101 , and 103-106. The Applicant has already elected a species for examination purposes, and 
iuch election is hereby affirmed. It is urged that prosecution in this case would be compact if 
prosecution on the merits could be initiated, without the need to repeatedly revisit tlie question of 
generic and species elections. It is tioted that there has been a change of Examiners in this case. 
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However, this should not entitle the PTO to re-initiate prosecution. An election has been made on 
the record, and prosecution should now proceed. 

The reasons for considering claims of previously elected Group 1, claims 1-27, 29-32, 34-76. 78- 
101 and 103-106 to come within the same generically patentable concept arc set forth on the record 
in the response filed on Jiinuary 21, 2000, and that response is incorporated herein by reference, so 
as to avoid the need to reiterate those arguments here. 

In spite of the foregoing remarks, and to ensure that this paper is responsive, it is noted that 
Examples 2 and 3 set forth prototype reactions for this generic invention. Accordingly, the 
specifics of the reaction include reaction of a resin defined in Examples 2 and 3, defined as HC AM 
resin, with a reagent such as that shown in Example 4, namely t-butoxycarbonyl-L-Arg(alloc)2-al. 
It is urged that all of the elected claims read generically on this specific reaction, and it is 
respectfidly requested that upon confirmation of the patentability of this species that the search and 
examination should be extended to all other encompassed species. 

Should there be any question based on this response, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner 
directly contact the undersigned to discuss resolution of any such question, in the interest of 
advancing prosecution of this application. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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